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co/nffMywca r/on ,pp~i» oi, Ito cov^r wft* <*» correspondence address - 

"™ „ cAiicTn pi apf THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 

THE REPLY FILED _ Sep 26, 2002 FAILS ™ PLACE THIS t AP ^ICATIUN in er tQ g flna| 

Therefore, further action by the japp can t « requ e to ^ ^^^ which the application in condition for 

J^Z^u'S filed NoTe of Appeal (with appeal fee); or .3, a timely f Had Request for Continued Examination 
(RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114.^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ w] 

a) 53 The period for reply expires four months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

« □ The period for reply expires on: ,1, the mailing date of this Advisory ^S^SStf"*™' 
^^Z^^™ ^^Vhe'^st Sy«S!KS< TWO MONTHS OP THE FINAL HE.ECT.ON. 

Ext^e™^ 

1 . □ A Notice of Appeal was filed on 



Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 
^*^^T£**iSSnm™\ '0 avoid dis^ssa, o, tt. appea,. 

2 □ The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 
' (a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 
(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see NOTE below); 

,c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or ..mphfymg the 

issues for appeal; and/or . 
(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: 



•3 IyI Anniirant's reDlv has overcome the following rejection(s): 

re jected under 3B U.S.C. 103 forth within paragraphs 5-7. . 

would be allowable if submitted in 

4 □ Newly proposed or amended claim(s) _ _ — — — — 

a separate, timely filed amendment canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5 59 The a) □ affidavit, b) □ exhibit, or c) 59 request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

^/^nnrco ^ n.^ AHn, ap pl.cants (See Other } 

6. □ The affidavit or exhibit wil, NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly ra.sed 

by the Examiner in the final rejection. 
7 M For nurnoses of Appeal the proposed amendment(s) a)D will not be entered or b)ft will be entered and an 
7> ® ^ZTrt ^tZ or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the ciaim{s) is (or wil! be) as follows: 
Claim(s) allowed: 22 and 26 



Claim(s) rejected: 7-3. 12. 13, 23, 24, and 2 7 . ■ : 



Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 0_ 



8.D The proposed drawing correction filed on 



is a) □ approved or b) □ disapproved by the Examiner. 

9.D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PT0-U49) Paper Nc(s). • /UK. 

1 0.63 OXher.srgument that to substitute for CFC 1 1, the blowing agent is used in the same primary ^AMINER 

molar Quantity is not supported by the specification, examples, or declarahon. ART UNIT 1711 
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